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Abstract for Final Report for # 2000-PC-09 


The Scott River Watershed Council (Council) for the period June 1, 2000 to January 31, 2001 has 
been very involved in positive and productive resource restoration activity, especially in educational 
events, project development, and the-initial stages of planning. == 


The plenary Council has met in one form or another every month. June, July, September, October, 
Novembs:, January were regular business meetings three of which included special speakers. In 
special meeting for Community Mapping. In December the Council, in conjunction with the 
Siskiyou RCD, held a Christmas party. 


The six standing committees (Land, Water, Fish, Community Relations, Monitoring, and Education) 
met nearly every month with a hiatus in the summer for some. The Technical Committee met at least 
“ once every month, sometimes twice. The Executive Committee met once a month to set the agenda 

for the meetings. Most of the last four or five months of committee time has been spent on planning. 





Field workshop on landcwner sediment monitoring by Dave Lewis and Ken Tate, UC Extension 

Watershed Sr ecialists 

_ Community Mapping Event, Carlin Finke, HSU Graduate Researcher 

_ Forestry Stewardship Workshop, Gary Nakamura, Forestry Specialist, UC Extension Redding 
Tour and potluck dinner for the Klamath Fishery Management Council and the Scott River 
Watershed Council 


Monthly newspaper articles and one newsletter were published. Another newsletter will come out 
in March 2001. 


The Task Force funding lasted a little longer than expected because the amount designated for the 
Etna High School Watershed Education Program was not needed for the fall semester. There were 
funds left from the previous year’s educational program that covered that semester. In turn, the 
second part of the Council project, funded by the California Department of Fish and Game, will be 
used for the Watershed Education Program. 


Attached are minutes of all the Council meetings, the notes for all the commitiee meetings, the staff 
reports for the Coordinator and other project coordinators, newspaper articles, the newsletter, and 
planning documents developed by the Council. 


The Council Coordinator will be sending to the USFWS a copy of the final report to CDFG for the 
next few months of Council activity. 




















SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL a 


Final Report 
June 1, 2000 - January 31, 2001 


BACKGROUND 


The first “official” Scott River Watershed Coordinated Resource Management Planning Committee 
(CRMP) meeting was held on September 3, 1992 with monthly meetings being held since then. The 
organization is now known as the Scott River Watershed (Council), a change in name which reflects 


a change in process that happened in November 1999. 


This is the seventh to be submitted to the US Fish and Wildlife Service since the founding of the 
CRMP. Complete background information can be found in the four previous Final Reports. This 
report covers a time period of eight months, June 1,2000 to January 31, 2001, the eighth funding 
cycle provided by the Klamath Fisheries Restoration Program. The Siskiyou RCD identifies the 
project as CRMP VIII. 


ORGANIZATION AND PROCESS 


Membership 
The Council members do not represent specific organizations except in the case of agency 


representatives, who are serving in an advisory capacity. Every person in the Scott River watershed 
is a member, whether or not he or she likes it. The Council feels that this serves to empower the 
community, to be able to have conser.sus input whenever they walk in the door, and the individual 
nature of the input serves to reduce advocacy wrangling which has ham-strung the Council in the 


past. 


Structure, Committees 

There are presently six standing committees (Land, Water, Fish, Monitoring, Education, Community 
Relations). Each committee elects an executive representative to the Executive Committee, which 
meets to set the Council meeting agendas and acts as a fall-back voting body in the case of lack of 
consensus of the Council in a decision. Thet instance has not arisen since the Council initiated this 
process in January 2000 (See Council process description and flow chart in Appendix I). 

In addition, the Technical Committee serves to advise the Council on project priorities and other 
technical matters. The Tech Committee has developed a project prioritization process (See Appendix 
Il). 


Meetings 
The regular meetings of the Council are generally held the third Tuesday of every month at 7:00 pm, 


and the location alternates between the United Methodist Church in Etna and the Fort Jones 
Community Center to make the travel a fair shake for everyone. The Executive Committee and the 
Council Coordinator (Coordinator) meet every month to set the agenda after input from the full 


Council. 
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All meetings are publicized and open to the public. Sometimes an educational portion precedes the 
portion business of the meeting. (See Council Agendas and Minutes: Appendix III) 


Council Staff 
Five part-time people and one full-time person have provided the staffing for the Council. The 
Council Project Manager oversees the Council’s administrative and budget needs, takes notes for and 
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Manager. Carolyn Pimentel currently holds this position. 


The Council Program Coordinator is responsible for “moving the vision” of the Council by means 
of a variety of tasks and strategies (See job description in Appendix IV for description of job tasks). 
Jennifer (Jeffy) Marx has been Coordinator during most of this period and has held the position since 
February 1996. 


Gary Black has been a Council Project Coordinator since May 1995. His task is to coordinate 
Council project implementation through the RCD. Gary’s direct involvement in Council for the 
purpose of planning and project development is funded by the Klamath Fisheries Restoration 
Program and the California Department of Fish and Game as he attends many Council meetings; the 
various projects sponsored by the Council and RCD fund most of his position. 


Danielle Quigley came into the RCD as a regular project coordinator in the spring of 2000 following 
a year as an AmeriCorps steward with the RCD. Danielle’s expertise is in monitoring. In addition 
to coordinating a year 2000 monitoring project funded by the CDFG, Danielle has been coordinating 
the Council Monitoring Committee’s meetings. Danielle has also been the project coordinator for 
the Ema Union High School Watershed Education program, presently included in Council funding. 


Missey Dunaetz was hired by the Siskiyou RCD as a project coordinator in September 2000. For the 
December 2000, taken over responsibility for coordinating all the educational activities of the 
Council. Missey is also coordinating projects for the RCD, especially those related to agriculture. 


Mike Schafer was also hired by the Siskiyou RCD in September as a project coordinator. Mike's 
expertise is in upland issues. Therefore, he has taken on the upland-related RCD projects such as the 
In addition, Mike is coordinating the Council's Land Committee. 


Funding Sources 

The Klamath Fisheries Restoration Program has funded approximately half of the Council's activity 
for the 2000-2001 funding year with $34, 722. The California Department of Fish and Game has 
committed $36,146 io the Council for 2000-2001. That funding is what the Council will be operating 


with from February 1, 2001 until June 1, 2001 or, most likely, beyond. 


EDUCATION/OUTREACH 
Etna Union High School Watershed Education Program 
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This year the Council has also funded the Ema Union High School Watershed Education program, 
which augments the High School's Natural Resource Class curriculum with special field trips, which 
provide hands-on experience for the students and connect the class to the Council's restoration 
efforts in the watershed. As stated in the abstract, the funding for that piece will be taken from the 
second semester's CDFG funding as the program has been operating off of funds left over from last 
year’s program for the first semester. 


- Educational/informational News Articles: The Coordinator writes monthly articles for the local 
Pioneer Press, which inform the rublic of the activities and some of the issues of the Council. In 
addition, articles announcing educational events and describing projects and programs of the Council 
and RCD are published often. (See articles Appendix V ) 

Fair Booth: The Council did not set up its usual Siskiyou County Fair Booth in 2000 because the 


Fair administrator basically booted us out. Although we had signed up for the space, the 
administrator took over the free space with paying customers. We were not notified in time to take 
































a@ paid space. 
Workshops: 
#OF 
PARTIC 
DATE CONTENT PRESENTERS IPANTS 
| Landowner Sediment Monitoring Dr. Ken Tate, UC 
May 30,2000 | Field Trip and Workshop Extension, Davis 6/50 
August 15, Community Mapping Gathering Carlin Finke, HSU Grad 
2000 (dessert provided) Student, and Al 
Olson, USFS 25 
August 18, Landowner Sediment Monitoring Dr. Ken Tate, UC 
Field Trip Extension, Davis & David 
Lewis, UC Researcher 10 
Sept. 21,2000 | Socio-Economic Study Introduction | 4 Proposers: Matt Carroll, 
UW; Bob Lee, UW, 
Charlie McKetta, 
University of Idaho, Hank 
Robison, University of 
Utah, and Rick Krannich, 
University of Utah. 10 
Oct.13, 2000 Forestry Stewardship Workshop & Gary Nakamura & Richard 
Field Trip Harris, UC Extension 
Forestry Specialists 23 
Oct. 26,2000 | Klamath Fishery Management Fishery and Watershed 
Council Field Trip and Dinner Council Members 20 
































January 16, 2001 - Marcia Annsirong, Chair of the Steering Committee for a Siskiyou County 
Socio-Economic Study/Model, reported on the progress and prognosis of the study. The Council had 
supported the initial visit by the study proposers as an educational event (See above table). 


November 14, 2000 - Dr. Sari Sommarstrom, Sommarstrom and Associates, gave a brief description 
of the sediment study (McNeil Sampling Method) she did in 1989 and repeated in 2000. The results 
of the 2000 study will be available in April 2001. 


September 19, 2000 - Jim Eisner, BLM, Prineville, Oregon, gave a Powerpoint Presentation on the 
three-day riparian grazing workshop put on by the Interagency Riparian Team. The actual workshop 
will be happening March 6-8, 2001. 


Newsletters: One newsletter was published in July 2000. Another edition will be publishe2 on 
March 14, 2001 as an insert in the Pioneer Press. Over-run newsletters will be mailed out to people 


who do not receive the Press. 
(See Appendix V) 


Subwatershed Landowner Groups: 

_ The Moffett Creek landowner group had a meeting in January 2001 for an update on the Moffett 
Creek Upland Gross Assessment project funded by the State Water Quality Control Board. The 
meeting was positive. The intent is to lead to crucial landowner involvement in the project. 

_ The South Fork Group hus finished the road inventory that will lead to road improvement, partly 
funded by the Task Force. The Northern California Resource Center, Fort Jones, has been the 
entity to try to keep inventory protocol consistency across the various land ownerships. The 
group has met twice in the last eight months. The Council's Land Committee will be reviewing 
the inventory and helping to guide the road improvement efforts. 

_ The Sugar Creek water diverters have had a project partially funded by the CDFG to do a 
feasibility study and engineer piping of their ditches to allow 4 cfs to be dedicated to instream 
flows. Actual increase in flow from this project would be much greater. The group will be 
meeting soon to review the project. 


PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION 


Subbasin Planning through the Technical Work Group and Humboldt State University: 

Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State University graduate researcher who is using her planning assistance 
for the Council as part of her thesis project, has been funded by the Task Force to help the Council 
in their planning efforts. Carlin has attended many Council and committee meetings and has met 
with individual community members and groups for the purpose of identifying and locating limiting 
factors for anadromous fish and a healthy watershed. Carlin, unlike so many graduate students who 
cannot continue with a process they have begun, has been coming from Humboldt to the Scott 
Valley fer nearly two years. Although she is in the midst of writing her own thesis, Carlin has stuck 
through us thick and thin. She has not been able to complete the “limiting factors” portion of her 
project with us because people are having a difficult time accepting the “Community Mapping” 
aspect of the project, but the table and information are ready for when the Council can agree on its 
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In addition, Carlin is providing the Council with other innumerable planning tools: Several GIS 
layers which, when combined, help in the prioritization of projects, a database bibliography of 
resources useful in our planning efforts, and a database of projects to help the RCD in tracking 
progress. Carlin has been a warm and patient friend to the Scott River community and to me 
personally. (See some draft products: Appendix VI) 

The Task Force’s Technical Work Group has visited the Scott River watershed on a tour and 


reviewed the planning efforts to that date. They have also supplied comments for the Council to help 
in the writing of the Scott River Watershed Strategic Action Plan (Plan). 





Planning within the Council: 

The Council has been concentrating, especially within the committees, on preparing information so 
that a professional planner can come in, and, working with the Council and Technical Committee, 
analyze data and write the Plan. 


Committees have all identified issues and prepared goals and objectives related to their particular 
subject matter. Because of the inter-relatedness of the various resources, there is some duplication 
which a planner can extract. (See committee notes in Appendix III) 


The Technical Committee has developed steps to be used for planning. (See Appendix VI) 
The flow chart will help the committees to keep some consistency in their processes. 


Council Projects and their Status: 
As part of the regular Council activity the Council Coordinator and a Council member, Mary 


in their earlier lives. Jeffy and Mary interviewed and filmed Clarence Dudley and Beulah King. We 
do not wish that the valuable information our elders hold in their memories be iost. 


A current list of projects which have been approved, prioritized, and funded through proposals 
RCD in coordination with the Council. 


Budget Summary 

volunteered hours at around the number estimated in the budget (1800/year). Although we have not 
counted up every hour of every month, two average months show around 160 hours of volunteer 
hours, not counting the hours of phone conversations and emails. 


In addition, the Coordinator has very willingly and consistently housed and fed the Humboldt State 
graduate researcher, Carlin Finke, who has been helping with the planning over the last two years. 
Recently, Although Carlin has always contributed chocolate truffles to the cause, lately, as her visits 
became more frequent and prolonged, she has felt more comfortable contributing some dollars 


toward her lodging costs. 


One budget adjustment had to be made. The travel and materials and supplies categories had been 
underestimated in the original budget, so that $1,750 had to be moved from personnel to those 
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categories. What has been and will continue to make budgeting difficult is the inci easing number 
of personne] taking on coordination tasks. 


CONCLUSION 

For nearly nine years the Scott River Watershed Council has consistently set goals, objectives, 
written plans, prioritized projects and obtained funds for those projects which enhance the health of 
the watershed while trying to benefit a resource-based economy. The Council does not wish to lose 
the agricultural and timber based economy for fear an alternative which would either be far more 
detrimental to the environment or remove humans from the landscape altogether. The Council 
wishes to educate and work with the people of this community so that they understand resource 
issues and how to sustain resources for beneficial use. The Council seeks to entice ever-greater 
commitment at a local level where people can realize the benefit that conservation offers to future 
generations and can have a direct effect on that future. The Council has the daunting task of 
achieving a plan within the next 18 months that will guide the Council’s and community's efforts 
The process of drafting the plan should, ideally, educate and bring people together and produce a 
product that everyone can accept. Since any plan's assumptions and conclusions will change with 
time, the plan needs to provide This year the Council has also funded the Ema Union High School 
Watershed Education program, which augments the High School's Natural Resource Ciass 
the class to *» Council's restoration efforts in the watershed. As stated in the abstract, the funding 
for that piece will be taken from the second semester's CDFG funding as it has been operating off 
of funds left over from last year’s program for the last few months. 
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APPENDIX I 
SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL 
Process Description as of 4/18/00 
STRUCTURE: 
L Six (6) Standing Committees: Community Relations, Education, Land , Water, Fish , and 
Monitor 


e May use whatever decision-making process that works best within each committee group. 
e Each committee selects/elects one member as its committee representative to serve and vote 
on the Executive Committes and seloctefelects an alternate to serve in hin/her sboence with 


voting privileges. 

e All interested individuals are encouraged to participate and may participate in the process by 
active involvement in Standing Committees. 

e Four or five permanent core members are encouraged to participate regularly. 

e Receive and develop project ideas from the community. 

e Take project ideas to Technical Committee for help in project development and proposal 
processes. 

e Prepare and submit written reports to Executive Committee prior to or during each full 
Council public meeting. 

I. Executive Commitiag: Cheis/represeatasives Hom cach of the sx (6) Standing Committoss 
The decision making, voting body of the Council. 
e Decisions made by supermajority (5 out of 6 votes). 
e Quorum of five is necessary for voting; in whict. case a consensus is necessary to pass 
measures. 
e All decisions are made in the presence of the full public Council. 

e Chair is selected by Executive Committee from full Council participants and serves as 
facilitator of meetings without voting privileges unless already a Standing Committee 
representative. 

e Members and alternates should serve for a one-year term. 

e Hold full Council public business meetings at least quarterty. 

e Meet monthly to set educational and business meeting agendas, programs, call for special 
meetings, and arrange speakers, meeting facilities, and if necessary coordinate Standing 
Committee efforts. 

e Appoint Technical Committee. 

e Has final decision for project prioritization with input from Technical Committee priority 
recommendations and full Council. 

e Presents finalized project proposal recommendations to Siskiyou RCD or other appropriste 

entities for funding and implementation. 

e Has final decision on project ranking criteria and planning documents. 

ig Technical Commiting: Advise Standing Committees and makes project priority reaking 
py a me ner em 

e Appointed by Executive Committee. 

° hee ea eaten pee + nef <n eae 

















° No group representatives except for agency personnel who serve es advisory members to the 





e Anyone can be s member. 
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Scott River Watershed Council Proposal Rating Criteria 





A. 
Sufficient Information 

oes the proposal contain all of the informational elements necessary to adequately address 
w score all of the rating categories that follow. If the answer is “yes”, circle “Y" in the box to 
he right, if no, circle ” N” and place the selected choice in Columa “A” of the rating form. If Y orN 
‘N” is selected, then an ™ Insufficient Information to Support “ recommendation is made and a 
“IIS” is designated in the “Total Project Score” column (Column J) of the rating form and no 
urther scoring is required. If “Y™, then continue scoring of the project using the scoring criteria 
hat follows. 























B. 
Scientific Soundness 


Overall does the project make good sense from a biological or technical standpoint? If the answer is 
“yes”, circle “Y" in the box to the right, if no, circle ” N” and place the selected choice(“Y” or “N) 
in Column “B” of the rating form. [f “N" is selected, then a“ Do Not Support “ recommendation is YorN 
made and a “DNS” designation is placed in the “Total Project Score” column (Column J) of the 
rating form and no further scoring is required. If “Y” is selected, ao 
project using the scoring criteria that follows. 























Cc 
Effectiveness of Project or Program 


Will the project or program be effective in accomplishing specified objective(s). Ifthe answer | Y or N 
is “yes”, circle “Y” in the box to the right, if no, circle ” N” and place the selected choice("Y” or 
“N’) in Column “C” of the rating form. If “N” is selected, then a“ Do Not Support “ 
recommendation is made and a “DNS” designation is placed in the “Total Project Score” column 
(Column J) of the rating form and no further scoring is required. If “Y” is selected, then continue 
scoring of the project using the scoring criteria that follows. 























D. Point Totals 
Limiting Factors Degree of Impact 
Low - High 





Prevents Direct Take (e.g., screening of water diversions and water pump intakes) | 8 
Flows (Summer, early Fall, peak Sows) 7_| 
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"| Habitat Function - Protection & Enhancement (Restoration of substrate filtration (Le. 6 12 

; reduced fine-sediment levels) and natural nutrient cycling, improved summer temperature, 

LWD-recruitment, streambank stability, aquatic invertebrate community, in-stream 

complexity, by reestablishing natural stream and riparian processes. 

Fish Passage/Habitat Access (stranding, culverts, protecting critical habitat (e.g, spawning 

| gravels) 6 12 
Place the total score Som this section here and in column “D” of the rating form => 



































E. Point Total 

Interdisciplinary Involvemeat : (0 - 3 points} 

The degree to which all appropriate entities are involved with this project proposal (Le. landowner, 
technical experts, regulatory agency personnel, etc.). Rate either higt (pts.), medium (2pts.), or 
low (ipt.), based on the level of involvement by appropriate entities. Enter “O° points if no other 


involvement outside of project proponent. Write the score given in the box to the right and in 
column “E” of the rating form. 











F. Point Total 
Implementation Success (0-3 points’ 


The degree to which proposers have done their homework in terms of advocation the use of proper 
equipment, involvement of technical experts, use of proven (acceptable) methodologies, and have 
included an appropriate and adequate follow-up monitoring strategy to gauge the success of the 
project. (Rate either high (3pts.), mediuim (2pts.), low (Ipt.), based on the degree of thought that | 
went into the project and how comprehensive the scope of the project. Score 0 points if there is vary 
little or no chance for the project to be successful. Place score in box to right and in column “F” of 


rating form. 




















G. Point Total 
Cost Benefit (0-3 points’ 
Score 0 (low) to 3 points (high) based on the benefits expected in relation to the costs associated 


with nan 4 Place the point total in box at right and in column “G" of the rating 
form. 














H. Point Total 
Percent Matching Funds (0 - 3 points) 


Score 0 to 3 points based on the percentage of matching finds used to offset the overall cost of the 
proposed project. (If match is <25% of total project cost, score 1 point, if >25% to 50% score 2 
points; if over 50%, score 3 points) Score 0 if no match is involved and the overall project cost 
exceeds reasonable or standard costs for this type of project and no extenuating 
circumstances exist that justify the higher cost. Place score in box to right and in columa “HI” of the’ 


b___ 
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H. 
Reasonableness of Project Cost 


Score 0 (low) to 3 points (high) depending upon the reasonablenc. vf the overall cost associated ~ 
with this project. Score 0 pomts if project costs greatly exceed standard costs associated with this 
type of project or the funding request is unrealistic or cannot be reasonably expected to accomplish 
the tasks described in the proposal. Place score in box to right and in column “T” of rating form. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


P. O. Bex 268, Ema, CA 96827 
Ph. (530) 467-3798, Fax (530) 467-3728, Email jeffyvdm@sisatel nat 
Website www.sisqtel sev—sisqred 
AGENDA 


July 18, 2000 
United Methodist Church, Etna 

















7:00 p.m. 


7:15 
730 


7:50 





-) "AL Project review for any new project proposals for CDFG Request for Proposals 
August 11, 2000 (due August 11, 2000) 
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Announce next meeting date for committee) . 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 


Fort Jones Community Center 


Meeting called order at 7:15 p.m. by Mike Bryan, Acting Chairman 

Introductions — 1? in attendance. 

Rules for Conduct were read by Coordinator Jeffy 

Minutes of April 18, 2000 were approved as mailed. 

The Agenda was approved as mailed. 

Announcements: 

e NCRWOQCB will meet in Yreka on June 22™ at 9:00 a.m. at Siskiyou County Court House. 

e Wing Hodas has seen cattle in the Scott River near his place. 

e Carlin Finke is conducting another session for collecting “limiting factors” and presenting her study 
findings thus far on June 21% starting at 8:30 a.m. at the USFS compound trailer in Ft. Jones. 

© Photo opportunity with props: A photo was taken of the Council with “cookbooks”. 


e Open Forum — no presentations. 


SHORT REPORTS: 

* Oral summaries were given of the written reports submitted by each of the Standing Committees of 
Land, Education, Community Relations, Water, Fish, Monitoring, and Technical. 

© Staff-Jeffy distributed a written report. Carolyn reported that the RCD is advertising for another 
Project Coordinator as Warren Farnam has left that position, and that Danielle Quigley has been hired as 
Interim Project Coordinator for Temperature Monitoring and the Scott River Monitoring Plan. Danielle 
reported on the status on those two projects. 

® No Subwatershed Groups reported. 


OLD BUSINESS: 


PLANNING ACTIONS LEADING TO JANURAY 200] | 

1. Focus topic each month - It was decided that a good idea would be for each committee to look for and 
gather information for a focus topic. 

2. Committee responsibilities - Each should research information pertaining to committee subject matter. 

3. Monthly updates — Updates should be given at monthly meeting on “cookbooks” and that a special 
bookcase will be maintained in the RCD office to store the “cookbooks”. 

4. Inclusion in “Principles and Objectives” — It was pointed out by a Council member that “planning” is 
missing and that the following outline should be an agenda item for a future meeting: Inclusion, 
Education, Investigation, Vision (Develop a strategic planning process to guide watershed conservation 
and enhancement projects.), Evaluation, and Action. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


P. O. Box 268, Ema, CA 9027 | 





Ph. (530) 467-3798, Fax (530) 467-3728, Email jeffvdm@sisotel net 
Website www .sisqtel net/~sisqred 
AGENDA 
June 20, 2000 
Fort Jones Community Center 



























ir 7:00 p.m. 
B. Rules for conduct - Coordinator 
C. Minutes — April 18, 2000 
D. Finalize & Accept Agenda - Chair 
i F. Photo opportunity with props 
IL OPEN FORUM (3 minute presentations) 7:15 


IL SHORT REPORTS (Have reports written out and submitted ahead oftime; § 7:30 
Announce next meeting date for committee) 
A Land Committee 
B. Education Committee 
: , C. Community Ouiresch Committee 

D. Water Committee 

E. Fish Committee 

F. Monitoring Committee 

G. Technical Committee _ 

_ HS 
L Subwatershed Groups 





Break 8:30 


Vv. OLD BUSINESS 8:40 
A. Planning actions leading to January 2001 





A. Community Coordinator (AmeriCorps Equivalent) 
B. Synopsis of Ken Tate Field Trip and Presentation 
VL SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS for July Meeting: 0° 


VIL ADJOURN: Chair | 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 





APRIL 18, 2000 
United Methodist Church, Ema 








CALL TO ORDER: 

© Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Gareth Plank, Chairman 

e Introductions — 20 in attendance. 

e Rules for Conduct were read and elaboated on by Jeffy, Coordinator 

© Minutes of March 21, 2000: Consensus of the Council approved the minutes as mailed with no 
correction or changes. 

e The Agenda was approved and accepted by consensus as posted. 

e Announcements: 
e Lorrie Bundy, Project Coordinator has accepted the position of Area Engineer with NRCS and will 

work out of the Weaverville Field Office serving Weaverville, Redding, and Yreka offices. 

© Andrew Eller is leaving to work in Alaska for a season. 

e OpenForum: (3-minute presentations) - None 


OLD BUSINESS 























STATUS OF PLANNING “COOKBOOK”; Jeffy shared the “Cookbook” binder and reported on contents 
so far, and will have more information in her written report to the Council later in this meeting. 









Sdecbems Gas eesdlpened on tho Yorbaledd Commhecn sociow were Gary Stach, fensiier Sieaien, ler Fonen 

(briefly), Sari Sommarstrom, Dennis Maria, and Jeffy (non-voting coordinator). The Rating Form for Scott 

River CRMP Sponsored Proposals plus one-page summaries of each project was distributed to the Council 

important at this time as all 12 proposals can be and are wortity of being written. Tom Hesseldenz has written 

one proposal (in addition to the 12 proposals) for the Scott River Floodplain Restoration Study & Feasibility 

Phases and is sending out landowner agreement packets today. The Council agreed that the Hesseldenz 

“Study” should address how any lands could be affected in a hydrological sense as an integral and essential 

yen 
@ Larry Toelle motioned / Ric Costales seconded to delete the Hesseldenz proposal from the list of 
proposals under consideration for lack of landowner agreements at this time. Passed. 

@ Ric Costales motioned / Wing Hodas seconded for the Council Coordinator to send a letter to Tom 
Hesseldenz stating that his proposal was deleted from consideration at this time for lack of 
landowner suyport and that the Council would endorse the “Study & Feasibility Phases” upon full 
landowner suppert. Passed. 

@ The Council reached consensus to endorse 12 proposals as presented: 








Project Nema. Estimated Amount to Request: 
¢ Local Build Fish Screens IV or Scott River Fish Screening II $ 70,000 | 
¢ Patterson Creek Enhancement Project REST COPY AVAILABLE $ 55,000 /8 
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3 
screens and i view of the watershed form the canyon to above Callahan The purpose was to get 


@ Staff — Gary reported on fish screen work with 5 in operation, one more complete tomorrow, another 
next week, and the Fish & Game happy with the project and use of local fabrication, metal work, and 
concrete. Riparian planting of 25 acres this year on the mainstem Scott, Moffett, and McAdam’s from the 
north io south ends of the valley. High water caused some holdup. May need to consider hiring 

¢ Staff — Warren reported on pipeline proposal, irrigation sensor installation for second year of project, fish 
screen work with Lorrie, and Moffett Gross Assessment work. 

¢ Subwatershed Groups — covered in Jeffy’s report. 








SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: May 16, 2000- Time & Location TBA _—| 





7 . 7 a Oe eee gear, 
. 


¢ The Council reached consensus to forego the business meeting and focus on an educational format 
to be determined by the Education Committee with an informal BBQ/potiuck? details te be 
worked out by the Executive Committee. 

@ May 16, 2000 - Time & Location TBA - Ken Tate, U.C. Extension, Davis will make a presentation on 
California Rangeland Water Quality Survey and Sediment Inventory Methodology. 

@ June 20, 2000 - Council Business Meeting. 


ADJOURNMENT By Gareth Plank, Chairman at 9:45 p.m. 


Carolyn Pimentel, SRWC Secretary 
No Corrections __ / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions 
Chair 











Mumates are subject to change/correction when submitted 
‘or approval at the next meeting, and do rot become 


(oficial until all appropriate signatures are affiond 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 


AUGUST 1, 2000 
Fort Jones Community Center 





© Mecting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Gareth Plank, Chairman. 

e Introductions — 14 in attendance: Gareth Plank, Larry Toelle, Ernie Wilkinson, Wing Hodas, Jeffy Marx, 
Carolyn Pimentel, Jennifer Silveira, Tom Hesseideaz, Tom Shorey, Kal Kalpin, Liz Bowen, Annie 
Marsh, Gary Black, Bernard Dowling. 

© Jeffy Marx, Coordinster, read rules for Conduct. She also reminded everyone of the purpose of this 
Special Meeting and the importance of hearing from everyone and for keeping comments concise. 

e The Agenda was approved as posted. 

e Announcemem Reminders: 

e Community Mapping Meeting on August 15 at the Greenview Grange - need help with phone calling 

e Sediment Monitoring Workshop August 18 starting from the Greenview Grange. Let Jeffy know if 
you are interested in attending or can provide a site. 

e US Fish and Wildlife Service proposals are due at the end of August (1-page descriptions in packet) 


PROPOSAL REVIEW; 
¢ Project proposal descriptions: Jeffy distributed a packet of one-page descripticas of each project and 


offered the overview of each proposal followed by added comments from each proposal writer. 
© Discussion: The Council discussed each project. 
© The Road Erosion Reducnon on Mill & Shackleford Creeks was withdrawn from consideration st 
this time by the proposer, Tom Shorey, as it is not ready. 
© All projects are worthy of submissica. 
© Technical Committee has not said not to any of the projects. 
© Ernie suggested recommendation of each project individually. Wing suggested to speed up the 
process to discuss any objections anyone has to any proposed projects. The Council agreed to 
discuss objections. 
o No consensus could be reached on the revised Dredge Tailings Study for s 2-mile reach No 
other objections to amy other projects. 
© Actioa: Larry Teelle motioned / Wing Hodas seconded / approved to endorse the proposals 
presented excluding the Road Erosion Reductios os Mill & Shackleford Creeks and the Dredge 
Tailings Sarvey (2-mile reach) resulting in the following projects endorsed by the SRWC: 
Scott River Enhancement Project | 
Scott River Monitoring Pian (years 2 & 3) 
Scott River Watershed Council 
Scott River Subbasia Actica Pias 
Sent River Bib Sarcenien Fragen & BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
Fish Screen Manual 
Scott River Water Balasce Phase II 
Water Conservation & Fisheries Improvement / Protectics 
Sagar Creek Flow Enhancement Through Diversica Piping | 
Eee Union High School Distrixt Watershed Education Program 
oi 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 





JULY 18, 2008 
United Methodist Church, Ems 








CALL TO ORDER: 











© Meeting called order at 7:02 p.m. by Gareth Plank, Chairman. 
e Introductions — 12 im attendance. 
© Jeffy Marx, Coordinator, read rules for Conduct. 
e With no objections the Minutes of June 20, 2000 stand approved as mailed. 
© The Agends was approved with the addition of item IV. C. - - Approval for Randail Seelbrede, NRCS to 
be added as a member to the Technical Committee. 
e Annouccements: 
© July 14° Capital Press article was handed out: “Stelle - Challenges hinder salmon recovery” 
e Siskiyou RCD has extended the deadline to July 21% for accepting job applications for a Project 
Coordinator position. 
© August 15* will be a Special Mecting for the purpose of conducting community mapping with 
participants invited from all the subwatersheds. A] Olson will make a slide presentation to 
famihwize participants with terminology. Jeffy and Carlin will need beip from the SRWC 
See The Education and Executive Committees will hold s 
1* after the SRWC to further for , 

























OPEN FORUM: ———— 

















| the bureaucratic difficulties of actually implementing restoration work 
OLD BUSINESS 


e Tom Shorey expressed concern over inconsistencies in the abundance of funding svailebility end 

















“SOCIO/ECONOMIC STUDY UPDATE: September 21" is the tentative date set for the Socio/Economic 


public presentation of countywide imerest and information gathering with Matt Carroll and four others from 
Utah, eastern Washington and Seattle. The SRWC will need funding assistance for trevel expenses for these 
five presenters. Jeffy has contacted Supervisor Bryan on county assistance, but has act had s reply as yet. 
PLANNING OBJECTIVE REVIEW & ACTION: The Council reached consensus to approve the Deaf 
eS Se ee a wae 
Sess to guide watershed conservation and 





—_ he 





s oes el 


NEW DUSINESS 
NEW CDFG PROJECT PROPOSAL REVIEW fer AUGUS7 11, 2008 DEADLINE: 

© Gary Black presented three project proposal ideas: in-stream structure maintenance, Finkey Ranch 
stabilization & riparian planting, and fish screen solicitation. 

Projects previously submitted to CDFG im May of this year will be considered for submission for this 


new CDPG funding. 

© The Council reached consensus to hold s Special Mecting on August 1, 2000 for the purpose to review 

and approve projects to be submitied to the California Department of Fish & Game August 11* deadline. 

LETTER TO ASSEMBLYLMAN DICKERSON ON TMDL PROCESS INFORMATION: 

e The Counci] generally agreed on the concept of requesting beip from Assemblyman Dickerson on 
finding out sbout 2 process through which a watershed can be de-listed from TMD. with Cari 
Schwarzenberg voung no, because he felt they should first find owt why we were listed in the first place, 

BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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A Socio-Economic Study discussion, possible actos 
—= B. Planning - Fish Committee Recommendations for Cookbook 


C. TMDL delisting process 
10 MINUTE BREAK 


V. NEW BUSINESS &15 
A Committee membersiup recrwstmest 
B. Limiting meetings to two hows 


VL SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS fer Next Meeting: Water and Monitoria Committees report 
planming resource informshoa, Outmigrast tappung report (Jum Kilgore) 


VIL ADJOURN: Chsir $45 pm 
BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 


SEPTEMBER 19, 2000 
Unites Methodist Church, Ecns 





CALL TO ORDER; 

© Moesting called w order at 7-10 p.m by Chairman Gareth Plank 

© 20 w atiendance 

© Rules for Conduct wsre read by Coordinator 

Manutes of July 18, 2000 & August 1, 2000 with no obyecuons stand approved as presemed 

The Agenda was approved as amended by adding stem C Secamiime Commutices to New Business 

Announcements. 

L. Introducnons of new Proyect Coordinators Massey Dunaectz and Michael Schafer 

2 For nomunanons for the Nat Bingham A wards of the Kiamath Fishenes Basan Task Force call Fish 
and Wildi:fe Service ws Yreks and write s short paragraph about yow somunee Last year’s swards 
went to the Scot Tuver Watershed Council and for indsvidual 0 Sue Maurer. 


EDUCATIONAL SPEAKER: Jim Eisner, BLM Prineville, Oregon 1s 2 fish thologest workang on s muls- 
dsscaplined efor for Gramng Management on the Nabonal Rupanan Service Team wih BLM, USFS, and 
NRCS that has developed a 2 % day trasnung class for watershed restoration and l:vestock gramng 
techmques He explained that lvestock management wo npanan areas 1 a techmque of berd management w 
Letier utilize forage Restorabon equals kecpung water on the land longer, thus expanding the npanas area, 
whuch 1s the cornerstoar to “catchment” ( watershed) restoration and property funchommng cond:nes (PFC) 
Adequate vegetatos os the land leads 0 umproved fishenes through a rotabon system to promote vigor 
through sate mod:ficabon, and vegetahon recruitment without regard to past pracnces The management 
strategy looks at the bole system wth regard tc practcalsty as well as economucal feasibilaty The class 
includes classroom and field study Mr E,sner showed sides to Ulustrate examples of customuzed 


lechmques. 


























OPEN FORUM; (3-moute presentanons) The Council] entertained 4 cascussion of Jum Essmer’s 
presemtados and agreed that thes trasming would be useful wo the Scott Valley and considered bringung Mr 
Exsnex back to offes tus class wm December or carly spring 2001. 








OLD BUSINESS: 

© Secte-Econemic Study Presestatios - Larry Tocile gave bref background of five unernatonally 
recogmzed scents w the fields of Sociology and Economic: that neve agreed w come to Susioyou 
County to presest the possibilsty of 2 collaborayv soco-cconomuc study ws Suskxyou County The 
presentations will be om Sepsemsber 21° at the Miner's lan Conventios Cemter im Yorks at 9:30 a.m and 
at College of the Sukcyous mw Weed at | 30 pm Everyone is encouraged to attend one or both 
presemaposs Mary Rechrich motioned / Ernie Wilidaces secunded to approve $100.09 from 
SRWC FWS bedgst line item of Operation & Maintensnce to help with expense costs of bringing 
the Gve professionals to Siskéyou County to make these educational prescetetions. Passed. 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 








P. O. Box 268, Ema, CA 96027 
Phone: (530) 467-3798 FAX: (530) 467-3728; E-mail: jeffvdm@sisotel net 


October 25, 2000 

To: All Members of the Klamath Fisheries Management Council 
From: Scott River Watershed Council 

Re: Invitation to Tour and Potluck Dinner on your behalf 





The Scott River Watershed Council would like to invite you to participate in a 
brief tour of Siskiyou Resource Conservation District and Scott River Watershed 
Council projects, in particular, fish screens to the extent that time and light will 


allow on Thursday, October 26, 2000 following your Irongate Hatchery and Shasta 
Weir visits which will end around 3:30 pm on that day. 


We would also like to invite you to stay in the valley for dinner. We have 

ized an enchilada and potluck dinner for you at the Fort Jones Community 
Center at 6:00 pm. This dinner would give the Watershed Council participants an 
SPRRERY OS ed a pee ER om en 8 cee ae. It also promises to 


be good food. 
We hope that you are all interested and able to attend. 
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L CALL TO ORDER - Chair 
A. Introductions - Chair 
B. Rules for conduct - Coordinator 
C. Mimutes — October 17, 2000 
D. Finalize & Accept Agenda - Chair 
E. Announcements 


SPEAKER: Sari Sommarstrom reporting on sediment surveys 


F 


OPEN FORUM: (3 minute presentztions) 
OLD BUSINESS 
A. Planning 
1. Reports Som standing committess on planning progress to dete 
) 2. Discussion of next steps 
10 MINUTE BREAK 


Vv. NEW BUSINESS 


= F 





7:00 p.m. 


- 7:15 


7:48 


7:50 


) 


8:40 


A. Council input on meeting structure-how to address efficiency & opportunity for discussion 


B. Election of Executive Committee before January 1, 2001 


: eevee mares oe, sae 
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° Seches 25 edi bo tho Klamath Bests Menngomest Council tour culusianting ot 630 pa. with a 


_@ Oct 24" 7:00 p.m. is a PFUSA meeting in Hornbrook with a leading watershed expert speaking on 


SHORT REPORTS: (Oral summaries of written reports) 
STAFF: 
© Council Coordinator — Jeffy: No subwatershed group meetings in September or October. Moffett 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


MINUTES 


OCTOBER 17, 2000 
.Fort Jones Community Center 


CALL TO ORDER: Meeting called order at 7:15 p.m. by Wing Hodas 
© Rules for Conduct read by Coordinator Jeffy. 
e Minutes of September 19, 2000: Ric Costales motioned/ Tom Shorey seconded to approved the minutes 


as mailed. 


e Agenda was approved as stands. 
e Introductions — 23 in attendance. Harvey Mack, NRCS Davis introduced the special guests from South 


Africa: Nick de Wet — KwaZulu-Natal, Nic Seobi — North-West, Brandus Strauss — Free State, Letebele 
Sebitloane — Gauteng, Escort Netchikovhele - Northern Province. Carolyn, Gary and Wing related the 
the help of the NRCS to learn about conservation programs and review land care activities. The So. 
Africans have recently begun working on ways to improve their natural resources and are anxious to 


pot luck and enchilada dinner held at the Fort Jones Community Center. Family and guests of 


Council members are welcome. 
e Ross Taylor has fish passage culvert information and can make on site evaluations. 


water quality issues in the Upper Klamath & Copco areas. 

e. Wing has been working on the fish count from Quartz Valley Bridge to the gulch About 250 fish 
and a decent number of redds, about 80-90. He is concerned about one landowner’s cattle tracking 
through a couple of redds. Larry volunteered to talk to the landowner. 


Creek Gross Upland Assessment contract has been received by the RCD for approval at their next 
meeting. Those landowners will then hold bimonthly meetings. October 11 was the Forest 

Workshop and field trip with Gary Nakamura, UC Extension Forestry Specialist from Redding. The 
October 26* KFMC tour and dinner will take the place of a Fish Jamboree. Fish and Technical 
Committees met together as well as the Education and Community Relations, and the Executive 
Committee held a meeting. All are working on the planning effort. SWRCB has 3 RFP’s to release mid 
October as authorized by Proposition 13. Jeffy and Gary will meet with Janct Blake of SWKCB to 
discuss the RFP and prospective projects. All committees are scheduled to meet in the next fivee weeks 
to set their planning objectives and update resource bibliographies. The next Council mecting will be 
moved up to November 14* to avoid conflict with holidays. 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 
































Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted 
for approval at the next meeting, and do not become 


official until all eppropriate signatures are affixed. 
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It’s a Christenas-Party-fop the Siskiyon-RCD Board and Staff 
and | 
cott River Watershed Council! 


(including spouses and 


yer person for food and a 
to the Out Back, Etna 
, December 14, 2000 at 6:00 pm. 
baby ribs and boneless-marinated Chicken barbecue 















on Laiursde 
Serving 











The heater and fireplace will be roaring, butswear warm socks and shoes! 
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and how to best deal with causes rather than symptoms. She answered questions from the Council, and was 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 
COUNCIL 


© Meeting called to order at 7:00 p.m by chairman Gareth Plank. 

e Introductions - 16 im attendance. 

© Rules for Conduct were read by Coordinator Jeffy. 

e Minutes of October 17, 2000 were accepted and stand as approved with one spelling correction on page 3, 

third bullet - change differ to defer. 

The Agendas was approved as presented. 

Announcements: 

© On behalf of the Klamath River Basin Fisheries Task Force, the SRWC Secretary, Carolyn Pimentel, 
presented the Nathamel S. Bingham Memorial Award Certificates of Appreciation to the SRWC 
Executive Committee members, Project Coordinator Gary Black, and Watershed Coordinator Jeffy 
Davis Marx. Members of the Executive Committee are Gareth Plank, Ric Costales, Tom Shorey, Ernie 
Wilkinson, Larry Toelle, and Wing Hodas. Carolyn quoted from the letter accompanying the 
certificates from Ron Iverson, “The Task Force greatly values the contributions this group has made in 
the past year to help restore the salmon fisheries of the Klamath River Basin. Continued 
support form individuals, such as these are crucial to achieve the goals of the Klamath River Basin 
Fishery Restoration Program.” Certificates were signed by Ronald A. Iverson, Executive Secretary and 
John Engbring, Chairman of the Klamath River Basin Fisheries Task Force. 

e A half-time Council Coordinator position is presently being advertised in the Pioneer Press, Siskiyou 

Daily News, Redding Record Searchlight, Siskiyou Cablevision, and the NRCS and CARCD have been 

requested to put the word out on their web sites. Jeffy asked for a vohinteer to participate on the 

interview committee for the new watershed coordinator. 

Larry Toelle referred to the discussion from the last meeting on cattle in the river possibly disturbing 

redds. Larry has met and discussed the issue with the landowner. The landowner was sware of the 

and has moved the cattle. He did not plan on having cattle in the ares during spswning season, 

but the fish came earlier than expected this year. The landowner has agreed to work with the SRWC 

and the Siskiyou RCD to mitigate however necessary. The Fish and Game hes said thet thet portion of 

the river cannot be fenced due to 2 property boundary situation, but a temporary electric fence could be 


used. 
EDUCATIONAL SPEAKER; Dr. Seri Sommarstrom, PhD. reported on her sediment survey of 1989 and 
how it will be compared with the results of this year’s Scott River Monitoring Plan project implemented by the 
Siskiyou RCD. She gave the background on ner '89-°90 study which was a collaborative effort with two other 
It was the first Klamath River Basin Fisheries Task Force project. She showed a series of sides 
and charts from this earlier stu@y and how the new information will be evaluated to start answering such 
as: What does it mean for fish survival, how much sediment gets stored and how much moves out, 





































thanked for her informative presentation. 


OPEN FORUM: 
© Jelly presented the ides of Christmas party instcad of a regular December meeting. The Executive 
Committee doesn’t think a December meeting is necessary except the Council does need to elect new 
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Sukiyes RCD APPENDIX IV 


Complete Jeb Description 
SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL COORDINATOR 





The Scott River Watershed Council (SRWC) Coordinator is an employee of the Siskiyou Resource 
Conservation District (RCD) for the purpose of working under the rection of the SRWC as 
authorized by, and in concordance with, the goals and objectives «Aablished by the SRWC. 








The Coordinator is the one who manages the vision, moves the group, and is responsible for 
of all the tasks as specified im coordinator funding coatract(s). The Coordinator will work 
with the RCD Board of Directors, District Manager, and Staff Project Coordinators, as 

well as, the SRWC Chair, Executive Committee, Subcommittee Chairs, and as necessary, 8 
Facilitator. The Coordinator will be a consistent, familiar contact with watershed landowners, Council 


members, and agency personnel. 

River Watershed Council (SRWC) Coordinatorship currently consists of several part-time 
a nitions with responsibilities divided up in the following manner and actual and prospective fanding 
covering the following responsibilimes: 
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© Pleasing 
1. Hiring process for technical » viter — Discussion of “letting to contract” by using the criteria in the 
Strategic Action Plan proposal (dot know status of funding at this pout) for s technical writer to 
pul together information accumulated in the “cookbooks”. The Council agreed to use the RCD 
process used in formal public bids and thes mterview process. With no objections, this issue will be 
sent to the Education and Communsty Reistons Commtices to work out the huring criteria, and 
evaluste the TWG Framework The pian will be for the watershed community with secondary 
consideration for funding agencies. 
2 Cookbook Schedule — Proposed schedule as written on back of Jeffy's report handout 
e Oct 17, 2000 Council Meeting Fish Commutiee reports on information they hsve contribused 
to the Planning “Cookbook”. 
e October - November 2000: Other Commitices meet and gsthe informatica. 
e December 19,2000: Other commitices be sure to be ready to report on any planning 
resources they have found for the “Cookbook” 
¢ January 2001: Hiring of technical writer for Scon River Strategic Action Plan 
¢ February 2001 - February 2002: Writer works in coordination with the Council on writing 
the Pies 

















¢ February 2002 - June 2002: Public input on plan and final draft of Plan completed. 
NEW BUSINESS: 





Combining projects for permitting and funding ease - Discussion Suggestions of combining small 

projects into s large proyect, which hes already been done to some extent, and using the “bis” process by 

looking into the “bin” every time proposals are put together to see if they fit or can be incorporated. 

© Watershed Management Council Conference attesdaace - Regstrabon deadline is Sepeember 25° for 
the conference at Asilomar, Monterey on November 27 — 30 for $195. Larry Teele motioned / Doug 
Blangsted seconded for Jeffy to fied the hey meetings to attend st the Watershed 
Council Conference and for all expenses to be paid from the SRWC FWS budget for Operations & 
Maistensace lise item for one person to be chosen by Jeffy and the staff to attend this educational 
conference. Passed. 

¢ Streamline Committees - Jeffy informed the Council that she hes already informed the RCD Board of 
her imtentions of giving up her position as Watershed Coordinator for the SRWC, and that the work that 
she has been doing for committee coordination will need to be distributed by vanous means. 
Suggestions included combuung commstiees or bolding mectings together, commatiecs to facilstete thear 
own meetings and send the notes to Council Secretary. The Council reached agreement to keep the 6 
committees as they are, but bold meetings on an “as-needed” basis and morcting together when 
deemed appropriate with assistance for facilitation from the sew Project Coordinators, RCD staff, 

and committee members with each committee choosing 2 facilitator that is art secessarily the 


coumitter chair. 


| SHORT REPORTS; (Oral summaries of writes reports) 

) Council Coordinator, Jeffy — submitted a writies report covering no subwatershed group activity, MofSeu 
Creek Gross Upland Assessment contract with work plan is expected soon then landowsers will begin 

bimonthly meetings, August and October workshops, written summaries of SRWC Committees of Land, 

Fish, Executive and Technical, reference to the 17 proposals submitted to CDFG in May and one for Jobs-is- 

the-Woods ia August, attendance st the Technical Work Group meeting in Eurcks on August 30“ end te 


| suggested plaanang schedule. 
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Sutcyes RCD APrEXDEX IV 


Complete Job Descrigtes 
SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL COORDIUATOR 


The Scout River Watershed Council (SRWC) Coordinator is an employee of the Siskiyou Resource 
Conservation District (RCD) for the purpose of working under the Grectios of the SRWC as 
authorized by, and i= concordance with, the goals and objectives establashed by the SRWC. 


The Coordinator is the’ one who manages the vision, moves the group, and is responsible for 
completion of all the tasks as specified ws coordinator funding contraca(s) The Coordinator will work 
cooperatively with the RCD Board of Duectors, District Manager, and Staff Project Coordsnators, as 
well as, the SRWC Chair, Executive Committee, Subcommittee Chairs, and as necessary, a 
Facilestor. The Coordsnatos will be 2 consistent, familias cortact with watershed landowners, Couscdl 


members, and agency personne. 


The Scott Rives Watershed Council (SRWC) Coordinatorship currently consists of several part-ame 
posuoas with responsibilases drvided up ws the folowing manner and actual and prospectrve funding 


covering the following responsibilmies 
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 


COUNCIL 
P. O. Box 268, Etna, CA 96627 





Ph. (530) 467-3798, Fax (S30) 467-3728 
Email jeffyim@sisgtel._ net Website www.sisqtel net/~sisqred/ 




















The Moffett Creek Landowners met at noon on May 25, 2000, although not many showed up, to discuss the 
Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment and to line out the field trip with Ken Tate, the Davis UC Extension 
Watershed Specialist. The field trip on May 30 actually included many more landowners, probably due 
mostly to the efforts of Ric and Judy Costales to make phone calls. The group visited sites along Moffett and 
on Fruit Growers Supply land up Sissal Gulch. Many questions were asked of Ken as people are concerned 
about being held responsible for the evident sediment that flows from Moffett Creek in high water events. 
The group thought that they would get rid of Joe Santos and I by locking us in, but we escaped. 


The Shackleford/Mill Landowners met to discuss the CDFG 1603 permit issue. It seems that there is a bit of 
inconsistency in how the various diverters with very similar situations are being treated. Some are getting by 
on old permits, others have to reapply but they go right through, yet others have been having a very difficult 
time complying with regulations because the CDFG cannot tell them how to do it. The one thing that all felt 
would be useful is some help with hydrologic/geomorphologic engineering and some funding to reconfigure 
or do whatever needed to be done to comply with fisheries mandates. 








Il. Workshops/Field Trips 
Ken Tate, Watershed Specialist from the Davis UC Extension, came on May 30™ for a field trip up Moffett 


Creek and a presentation at the Greenview Grange in the evening. Both events were well attended and many 
questions were fired Ken’s direction. His presentation was on TMDL’s, a sediment monitoring study he did 
on ten ranches on the coast, his work with Garcia Watershed landowners who have gone and are still going 
through the TMDL process, and a landowner temperature monitoring example. A great spaghetti dinner was 
cooked by the Scott Valley Grange ladies accompanied by salad and dessert potluck food brought by the 
Council members. It was outstanding food. 

A landowner sediment monitoring training taught by David Lewis and Ken Tate is being planned for August 
18, 2000. Ken and David will be up on August 17 to choose some sites. If you have a place that you would 
like to use as a training site please let me know. I have emailed David to ask what the sites should be like. 





Other future workshops scheduled: 
September 19, 2000 — Riparian Grazing Management Power Point presentation on 3—day training; 20-40 
minutes at regular meeting time 


October 13, 2000- Forest Stewardship Workshop - Gary Nakamura 


TI. Committees 
All the Standing Committees, the Executive Committee, and the Technical Committee have met once or 


twice since the last meeting. The meeting reports are attached. 
BEST COPY AVAILABLE j 


| 























SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED 


COUNCIL 
P. O. Box 268, Etna, CA 96027 | 





Ph. (530) 467-3798, Fax (530) 467-3728 
Email jeffydm@sisatel net Website www.sisqtel net/~sisqred/ 








Landowner sediment monitoring training - Friday, August 18, 2000, taught by David Lewis and Ken 
Tate, Ken and David will be here on August 17* to choose some sites. 


Community Mapping of Watershed Conditions (an effort to determine what site specific factors may be 
limiting the health of the Scott River Watershed) - Tuesday, August 15, 2000, 7:00 pm at the regular Council 
meeting, Greenview Grange; will consist of a of specifically invited landowners as well as the public at large 
to discuss the condition of each subwatershed in the Scott. It will be preceded by a presentation by Al Olson 
to familiarize the participants with terminology using slides. 


Riparian Grazing Management - Tuesday, September 19, 2000, 7:00 pm — 20 - 40 minute Power Point 
presentation about a 3-day training on riparian grazing management at the Etna United Methodist Church. 


Socio-economic Study Presentatica — Contingent upon finding funds to fly the five prospective researchers 
here, the SRWC will be sponsoring a presentation of what such a study and model of Siskiyou County would 
entail. A date in September is presently being considered. Further information will be forthcoming. 


Forest Stewardship Workshop- Friday, October 13, 2000, Gary Nakamura, UC Extension forestry 
specialist, Redding; a short workshop and field trip for small timber owners. 


Fish Jamboree: the Council Fish Committee is planning a Fish Jamboree for a date that will coordinate with 
the Klamath Fisheries Management Council meeting in Yreka in October. The purpose is to bring all people 
together who know about the various stages of the salmon’s life to share information. People in this 
community will learn about the ocean effects and we hope to take some of the visitors out on the ground to 
see our restoration activities. 











IL Committees 
The Technical Committee is the one committee who has continued to meet through this busy season, June 


27, 2000 and July 14, 2000. They have another meeting planned for Friday, July 28 to look at new project 
proposal sites and to review new project proposals. See attached reports. 
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There has been no activity except for a few calls to tailings landowners about their agreement to participate 
in the project as proposed in the upper 2-mile reach. No meetings have been held. 


The Moffett Creek Gross Upland Assessmer:: contract is about to come out, at which point Moffett Creek 
landowners will begin at least bimonthly meetings. 

IL § Workshops/Field Trips 

On August 15, 2000 the regular Council meeting time was used for a community mapping effort. I made 
dessert and landowners as well as the public at large heard an introduction by myself, Carlin Finke (HSU), 
and Alan Olson (USFS). The purpose of having Al there was to help define terms that were to be used to 
describe the condition of the watershed. He went somewhat beyond that. The landowners present, about 25, 
then were divided into groups which corresponded to the geographic locations of their homes or familiarity 
with the watershed. Carlin and I feit that it was not as successful an effort to solicit information from the 
community as we had hoped. The process will go on with some changes dictated by the past experience. 


On August 17, 2000 Ken Tate and David Lewis came to the valley with Dan Drake and we all visited, with 
Tom Shorey as guide, several sediment delivery sites in the Duzel Creek area on Fruit Growers land. David 
and Ken chose a few sites for the field training which took place on the next day, August 18, 2000. The 
training was attended by sbout fifteen people, not nearly enough of whom were landowners. It is a very 
practical and straight forward method for landowners to be able to measure the amount of sediment, if any is 
from their own property. The training also gave the landowner the ability to be able to discern what 
sites were probably due to management and what were natural or beyond their control. 


I have been helping somewhat to organize a presentation on a county-wide socio-economic study/model. 
Larry Toelle has taken on the bull’s share of the fundraising while I have been trying to help pull some of the 
other details together. See the attached notice on this event this week. 


The Forest Stewardship Workshop presented by Gary Nakamura, UC Extension Forestry Specialist from 
Redding, is being planned for Wednesday, October 11, 2000. It will begin at 8:00 am at the Scott Valley 
in Greenview and head for the forest (east side and west side) in the afternoon. A lunch will be 


supplied to those who sign up by October 6, 2000. 


The Council Fish Committee is planning a Fish Jamboree for a date that will coordinate with the Klamath 
Fisheries Management Counci' meeting in Yreka in October. The purpose is to bring all people together who 
know sbout the various stages of the salmon’s life to share information. People in this community will learn 
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We have visitors from South Africa! 
Please sign up to bring a dish for the potluck on October 26, 2000, 6:00; Fort 


Jones Community Center. 
Make a date with your committee before you leave tonight if you do not have one. 








Subwatershed Groups 
No meetings in September or October 2000 


The Moffett Creek Gross Upland Assessment contract is out; it just needs RCD approval, at which point 
Moffett Creek landowners will begin at least bimonthly meetings. 


I. § Workshops/Field Trips 


The Forest Stewardship Workshop and field trip, presented by Gary Nakamura, UC Extension Forestry 
Specialist from Redding, and Richard Harris, UC Extension Forestry Specialist, Berkeley, as well as various 
CDF personnel, who explained the various programs they have for landowners, took place on Wednesday, 
October 11, 2000. Both the workshop and field trip were well attended (about 25 people) and very 
informative. I have a video of the UC Extension portion and Missey Dunsetz has written up the CDF portion 


for anyone wanting that detail. 


The idea of a Fish Jamboree has been scaled back to a brief tour and dinner for the Klamath Fisheries 
Management Council members who are attending their meeting in Yreka October 25, 26, 27. The idea is to 
show them what we are doing and initial contacts in an informal and friendly way so that we may eventually 
solicit their participation in a more formal local event where ocean life cycles and effects on anadromous fish 
will be the focus. On Thursday, October 26, 2000 Gary and I will be giving the KFMC members a brief tour 
in the afternoon. A potluck dinner will be held at 6:00pm at the Fort Jones Community Center. Please sign 
up to bring a dish and let the fisherpeople know that we are interested in their plight as well as our own. 


IT Committees | 
The Fish and Technical Committees have had a joint meetings on September 27 and this morning. 


17. The committees are working on the descriptors for the table of limiting factors that is to be used by the 
community for prioritizing site specific projects where formal assessments are not available (part of the 
“Community Mapping” effort headed up by Carlin Finke, HSU graduate student. 


The Education and Community Relations Committees met jointly to consider the criteria for a technical 
writer/planner to be hired for the Strategic Action Plan and to work on the Plan Outline. 
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Announcements: i I have the cutest grandson in the whole worid! 
A half-time Council Coordinator position is presently being advertized. Whe 
would like to serve on RCD interview committee for Council Coordinator 


position? 
L- - Subwatershed Groups 
The South Fork landowners participating in the road inventory met on October 31". Mike Schafer was there 
and will report to you on what occurred. The Moffett Creek landowners will begin meeting shortly for 


coordination on Upland Gross Assessment. 
I. § Workshops/Field Tripa/PR 
On October 24, 2000, Gary and I took Janet Blake of the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 


out on a tour of Whipple's planting and instream work and of the tailings and a fish screen. She is in charge 
of the Prop 13 funding effort coming through the Board. (See below under proposals) 


The idea of a Fish Jamboree was scaled back to a brief tour and dinner for the Klamath Fisheries 
Management Council members who were attending their meeting in Yreka October 25, 26, 27. Gary and I 
gave a brief tour of the valley to about 10 members. The tour included Barnes’ fish screen and the tailings as 
a fish barrier in the late afternoon of November 26th. The Council also held a potluck/enchilada dinner on 
their behalf st the Fort Jones Community Center. The response from those folks was resoundingly positive. 
They raved about both our efforts in the field and the dinner. Watershed Council members who attended 


should also report t'eir experiences. 
TL Committees 








IV. Proposals: , 
a.) Gary and I, along with other Siskiyou County interested parties, met with Janet Blake of the North Coast 


Regional Water Quality Control Board to discuss the following: The SWRCB has sent out three Requests 


For Proposals as suthorized by Proposition 13 - the Costa-Machado Water Act of 2000 - for 3 grant 
programs: 1) the Watershed Protection Program ($8,400,000 avail.), 2) Nonpoint Source Pollution Control 
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Your New Coordinator: I would like to let you all know how pleased I am that Ernie Miller applied for 
and received the position of Watershed Council Coordinator. I know that you all will be pleased with his 
work. He and I have been working together and will continue to do so to help Ernie to become familiar with 


the issues, the process, and the people. Please give him a warm welcome. 





L §  Subwatershed Groups 
We are planning to have a Moffett Creek landowners meeting on January 22, or 23. I am waiting for 


feedback from some landowners on the date. 


I.  Workshops/Field Trips/PR 
The closest thing to such activity was the Christmas party in December. That was fun. 
Missey’s report will fill you in on the Grazing Workshop in March. 


TL  # Committees 
All committees met at least two times since the last regular Council meeting on November 14, 2000. The 


notes on all those meetings are available for you to pick up here at the meeting. All committees have been 
working on planning among other things. 


IV. Proposals: 
A: Proposal funding from the Department of Fish and Game is listed on a separate sheet. We done good! 


B. Gary, Mike, Missey, Carolyn, Danielle and I all attended a workshop put on by the North Coast Regional 
Water Quality Controi Board (Janet Blake) for those people interested in apply for Prop 13 funds. The 
information made us rethink our approach especially on the education proposal (not a viable source of 
funds for that) and the monitoring/water balance. It would make more sense to apply for planning funds 
and include assessment and monitoring as part of the proposal. Those proposals are due February 1. 

C. Danielle, Mike and I attended a meeting Wednesday, January 3, 2001 to discuss the use of some funds 
coming to the Klamath Basin to implement a flow study. The USFWS has received $750,000 of the $4 
million requested (only part of the $22 million total projected cost) to begin the flow study work. Tom 
Shaw, USFWS Arcata, came over to meet with Siskiyou County people to get their ideas on what the 
subbasin might be interested in doing. It could be good matching funds for Prop 13 Water Balance 
requests except that we may not know in time exactly what they may fund in the Scott. 

D. The Technical/Fish Committee has reviewed and given input proposals to be submitted to the State 
Water Resources Control Board. Synopses of those proposals are handouts and will be reviewed in this 
meeting for a decision from the Council. 


Vv. Planning 
All committees are working on planning. 
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Dear Daniel, 


Please print this article in the June 14th edition of the Press. I have emailed it as well. I 
hope that you will be printing an article on the Ken Tate landowner monitoring 


presentation this week tee. 
Thank you, Jeffy 
6-9-00 
Watershed Council Report 
Proactivity 


It was indeed gratifying to see so many landowners present at the Ken Tate’s presentation on 
landowner monitoring. His message came through loud and clear, that if the landowner does not 
know what effects he or she is having on water quality, it may be figured out for him. Ken and a 
post-graduate student have developed a process that a landowner can follow to measure any 
sediment and or temperature effects that his or her property may be contributing due to 
management activities. They will be here in August to do a specific training for anyone 
interested, but it will be limited to 30 people per class. If they need to come back, that is a 
possibility. 


Two other opportunities for Scott Valley residents to become involved in the Scott River 
Watershed Council’s planning process are here..At 8:30 am on Wedenesday, June 21, 2000 at the 
US Forest Service Conference Trailer on Bridge Street in Fort Jones, the community is invited to 
a joint effort to determine the factors in the Scott River watershed which may be limiting the 
health of anadromous fish and the watershed in general. This is a piece which the Council plans 
in the past have been missing. The Council could wait for many years for expensive assessments 
to determine these factors, or depend on the community to tell them what they are right now. 
This information will be used in helping to prioritize and plan restoration projects. We certainly 
hope that anyone having a background of experience around the river and its tributaries while 

















working, fishing, hiking, herding, etc will contribute their knowledge and observations. 


The Scott River Watershed Council’s next general meeting is at 7 pm on Tuesday, June 20° at 
the Fort Jones Community Center. There, too, the Council will be talking sbout planning. 
Between now and the beginning of 2001, we hope to gather any and all pertinent information 
pertinent to s Strategic Action Plan. We sure could use your help. 
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Here is a shot pubec ALivice anneuacemed, 
last minude/ 
Titty 
The Scott Kiver ublershed Counci( will be 
holding ifs reqular mertthly mecting at the Efna 
united Methodest Church hall om Fuecday, Seplember At 
at +F:00 pm. Sim Evsner Bureau of Land Phamaceoant 
Frineville Okkegon, wil Re introducing a. Vi Party 
Arazing Manasemont ditty Course, which thre 
Watershed Council is considering ot fering in. 
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San Lr dws rast _ 447-35 (phon) 


Dear Denise, 
I have emailed this article to Daniel. Picase do your best to be sure that be docs wot overiock it for 


the Deceasber 20th edition of the Press. Should I be addressing it to Randall? 
Thank you, Jefly 








Scout River W Counc 
by Seontter Max 
Some changes are presently taking place is the Watershed Council. As of January 1, 2001, I will 20 
longer be the Scom River Watershed Council Coordinator. The Siskiyou RCD is in the process of hiring 8 
person who will take os most of the tasks of coordinatioa | will continue with the Council, on 2 pari-tame 


besis, with certain responsibilities, including planning and grast writing 


I have enjoyed and learned s tremendous amourt through the last five years as Coordsmator, and | om 
happy to contisue, albea m a differest capacity, with this great group of dedicated volumteers 
and local agency folks. it is not easy to st dows with people of differing views and ites to them with on 


opes heart, but these people do ii 


The Council, as you may already know, %s working on a Scom River Swrategic Action Plan, which will 

require some intensive e“Torus to bring im existing data from all sources, work with s technical writer, and, 
most importantly, be sure that the whole community has say in the plan This ples will document 
historical and currest resource condatioas m= the watershed assess the need and set goals and objectives 
for protecting and/or enhancing those condaions This canact be done effectively without as much input 
from the community 2s 8 wide range of folks has msterest and time to contribute Such pleas have bees 
proves to be most effective whes community participation in developing them is maximal The Scou 
Valley Plan writtes by citizens in the late seventiec and published in 1980 is 2 guod example of effective 


community planning i the Scou Valley 


Cas you help ia this endesvor? If 0, why don"t you jois a Watershed Council commities? The regaler 
Council meeting on Jamuary 16° will be s time of regrouping, Please join us if you have imterest is what 
the Council’s activities 20 that you can fied where you could beat ft in. It is not necessary to ated 


multighe muctings to belp out. 


The six standing committees are Community Relations, Education, Fish, Land, Monitoring, and Water. Of 
course, all these elements of the community are interrelated, so the efforts will be brought together is one 
plea. Each committer, is the mesatime, bes input on thes particades sepect. If these commnittess do act 

cover an aren, which you feel should be addressed, feel Sree to tall people at the January Council mesting 


Hope to see you at the January 16° meeting at 7:00 pan at the Fort Jones Community Center, ready to tall 
us how you cas help with plansing, ao matter how small your contribution 















































Heve s wonderful boldey season! 
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Pap pa pn peor ee ma 
is being reprinted because’a ine was inadvertent left cut, ‘ 


new and improved state of the councll- 
, _ by wing hodas 


‘Cine siliiiiiaiatiiae 
__ tstting te phoerts, erec comes on shunger 
' newly restructured, each person hes say, ¢ 





a “os SS 


though we ty to agree there's no more consensus 
to make @ decision is much less inmensus. 
an executive council has 6x folk, 
an eclectic mix, and that ain't no 











i + je quesdn | aak %s there anyfting you fi 
20 come to a meeting and share you # 





we're interested in what you-say, as 
all kidding aside, we need you all to 
‘to 4» tefe been ow platiom fom the start, — 
manuel 
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Definition of the Scott River Watershed: 


Includes all natural resources and human interests in the Scott River drainage (e.g. wildlife, fish, 
peoples, properties, economic systems, etc.) 


PRINCIPLES: 


The primary focus of the Scott River Watershed Council’s efforts will be on voluntarily 


In its activities, the Scott River Watershed Council wili conduct itself with the utmost regard for. 
1. Individual life, liberty and property, 


2. Custom and culture of the area (as defined in the Siskiyou County Comprehensive Land and 
Resource Management Plan), 


3. The inextricable linkage of healthy communities and the natural environment. 





OBJECTIVES: 
Inclusion: § Promote the inclusion of all interested individuals within the watershed. 


— 


Education: § Emphasize widespread dissemination of accurate and current watershed 





resource information. 
Investigation: ea en ein ine nanan one EEE We 
study and improvement. 
Vision: Develop a strategic planning process to effectively guide watershed conservation 
and en! ancement projects. 


Evaluation: Evaluate proposed and completed watershed projects. 


Action: Work in cooperation with property owners to develop sound and cost- 
effective proposals for resource conservation and enhancement. _ 


Deaf revised 2-19-01 
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[ Te pe | 
| Selene Peer and Public Reviews | — 
Assessment Start-Up Data Compilation and Review 
wi landowners, — oo 
stakeholders, agencies pee ny» Naphe posera 7 ; 
| population data and studies . 
* Share objectives, issues 3 eo 
and information sources | “DMG: aerial photos, maps, and + sedh nent sampling 
assessment steps and limited habitat data 
iil claus dt ‘CDF: THP’s, other land use collection . 
“Review histories, and harvest effect studies . ; 
* NCWQCB water quality data ¢ CDF: field data checking 
Final Watershed Assessment Products Data Analysis 





» CDF: Land use history and napping, erosion 
° Limiting factors report; watershed restoration and riparian models (SEDMODL, SHALSTAB, 


priorities; and monitoring recommendations woody debris recruitment) 
¢ Watershed syntheses about processes, le «DFG: Potential limiting factors 
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L _{ ‘Scientific Peer and Public Reviews | — 
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2) Guide watershed restoration programs to ensure efficient and effective 


3) Guide cooperative approaches to “protect the best” through | 
stewardship, easements, and other incentive programs | 


4) implement laws requiring assessments, 6.9. Forest Practices Act, 
Clean Water and Porter-Cologne Water Quality Acts, and Streambed 
Alteration Act | 
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Step 5: Map Historical Channel and Riparian Modificagions 

Step 6: Complete Summary and Conctusions 

Step 7: Document Sources of informafion 

Stap 8: Evaluate Confidence in the Assessment 
References 
Appendix §-A: Outiine of the Historical Conditions Repost 
Appendix §-B: A Historical Conditions Narrative ‘or a Watershed 
Appendix 5-C: A Historical Conditions Time Line for s Watershed in Oregon 
Appendix 5-D: Organization of Historical information on Watershed Resources 

by Subwatershed Locafions | 

Appendix §-E: Blank Forms 
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Oregon Watershed Assessment Manual 
Table of Contents (continued) 


COMPONENT IV—HYDROLOGY AND WATER USE 
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Exemgie Form F-2a: Pou Habitat Conditon Summary Big Ek Watershed 
Exarrgie Form F-2b Fille and Woody Oebns Habitat Conditon Summary 
Examgie Form F-2c Pipaten Habitat Condition Gummary 
hppendia O.-C: Examgte Form F-3: Fiah Passage Evatuatiion 
Appendiz G.-D: Glask Forms 
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PROPOSALS FY 1999-2000 




















Scott River Monitoring Plan (three years) CDFG 62,836 Not funded 
* Scott River Watershed CRMP Funding CDFG 20,000 Completed 
Scott River Watershed CRMP Technical Advisor CDFG 32,549 Not funded 
CDFG 46,056 Not funded 
CDFG 17,216 Completed 
CDFG 69,245 in progress 
CDFG 5,995 in progress 
CDFG 8,162 Not funded 
CDFG 17,893 in progres: 
USFWS/TF) 84,609 Not funded 
USFWS(TF) 10,080 Completed 
USFWS(TF) 20,373 Not funded 
USFWS(JITW) 20,373 Not funded 
USFWS(TF) 8,824 Not funded 
CDFG (2 years) 16,938 Not funded 
USFWS(TF) 13,669 In Progress 
USFWS(TF) 34,722 In Progress 
CDFG 36,160 Funded 
USFWS(IF) 48,341 Not funded 
CDFG 48,341 Not funded 
East Fork of Scott Habitat Improvement CDFG 32,915 In Progress 
Scott River Watershed Fish Screen Program CDFG 23,564 Funded 
Scott River Monitoring Plan (1 year out of 3) CDFG 30,050 Funded 
Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment SWRCB 88,505 In Progress 
Scott River Temperature Monitoring USFWS/JITW 9,165 In Progress 
» [Total Funded FY 1999-2000 $399,099 
(Total Funded FY 1992-2000 $2,240,154 
PROPOSALS FY 2000-2001 
Scott River Subbasin Strategic Action Plan USFWS/TF 10,582 Funded 
CDFG 21,753 Proposed 
11,171 Funded at 
Scott River Watershed Council USFWS/TF 25,011 Funded 
CDFG 39,336 Funded 
Patterson Creek Enhancement USFWS/TF 27,708 Funded 
Sugar Creek Flow Enhancement CDFG 925,441 Proposed 
22,050 Funded at 
Etna Union High School Watershed Education Program 
CDFG 10,532 Funded 
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Getting involved is now, more’ cor oe 
than ever, ‘im nt. -National’ 
environmental.” policie), as: it 
expresséd by the Endangered | 
Species Act, Clean Water. Act,’ 
Clean Air. Act and other s have’ } 
refocused ‘national atteh ) 
ouf-area's natural reeducet ah 
Federal and State -agericiés are 


ia 


{eal will nor lawful means of 
, enforcement, simply remain in the 
“ether-world o bureaucratic 


jum 
b have and ‘will be spent chasing a 
*)ngtural resource policy. that” 
‘unlikely, will result in useful 
* jinprovernent. , 4 
In:the absence of an overail 
*’ strategic plan, one agency after 
. another spends and implements | 
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deoheenl to ‘e considered 
in the absence of another. — 

This year, the SRWC is collecting 
every conceivable scrap of science, 
history, cultural artifact, economic 
and. social analysis available. 
Where we find holes in our educa- 

tion and understanding, we're 
"teking for help. We're attem . 





‘to learn the complexities of our 


‘sotial and economic environment 
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By Larry Toelle- i 


Getting involved is now, more * 
than ever, ‘important. -National’: 
environmental policies, as-. 
expresséd by. the En sngered’| 
Species Act, Clean Water Act:*: 
Clean Air. Act and. others shave: nN 
— area’ #8 natural. corns Pi 

and State- i res 
busy attomeue i a tinpleme a ‘ 
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“teal will nor lawful means of single component to be corisidered 
". enforcement. simply remain in the in the absence of another. ~ 

“ether-world of bureaucratic This year, the SRWC is collecting 
4. mumbo-jumbo. Billions of dollars every conceivable scrap of science, 
* have and-will be spent chasing a history, cultural artifact, economic 
g cagtural ‘resource policy. that” and. social analysis available. 


ikely: will result in useful ‘Where we find holes in our educa- 
| >  shavormbeent 2.29 . tion and understanding, we're 


oa... Inthe absence of an overa “ “asking for help. We're attempting 
* strategic plan, one agency after ‘to learn the complexities of our 
.. another spends and implemients |. sotial:and economic environment 
«only fragments of a plan or worse. ‘as ‘well. as the physical environ- 

{fragments of competing plans. + ment.that surrounds and affects 
a guiding vision‘ and. an 4‘us..4We' re:seeking. experts in a 
grerall: poumecenenaire plan to” multitude of fields to ‘help us ana- 
~ the various - < lyze, digest digest.and develop.a sensible 
frequents often consume each — vision and plan that may guide us 
. other's’ resources resulting in a .and-ouf- ‘governance to an 
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Planning | 














“oe Es he lees: bps AE -“ - net deficit to both — a form of “Improved and better. Managed 
fe cutter” and “one-size-fits-all* ‘with developing @ public cannibalism: ....-._« ‘future. 
central planning ‘will. not work.. comprehiensive regional plan. “ those who have i the: “Ultimately, effective planning ts 
Yet, the are » soho. a oral EPA policy, — waste and experienced the tneffec- “'thé‘responsibility of the indtvid- 
implementing national sakes p Se one by tual machinations of the agencies, - ual?’ We: niust, as: individuals, 
within our region and locality. - te agencies, even participate to one degree or anoth-, attempt to map out and pursue 








seems to have a er hen implemented by State agen- . = in “4 — ‘River Rateretiod our own —rTy plans and 
nized at least a portion of this;; boards.” Counc nanimous y, we've ret ‘As part.of a larger social 
problem. “As an example,:. Lke Pederal ar and State Agencies;.. screed that a: ‘plan must’be devel- content owe ee ‘portions of our 
Congress mandated a regional fe ‘our local government - unable ids oped, if for no’ other reason, than. :p personal pl: integrate 
planning group called.the Klamath. Point to. si anything that would + ur own parochial-dr personal with the plans 
River Basin on Task Force (KRBTF),.-. le.*a plan." After sincere interest and. preservation.,“We've =:The_ eote iver Watershed 
This group of appointees were. 24 considerable effort by many ogee to approach the Scott River. Counce! and _its;syb-watershed 
charged with coordinating the the much talked about Stektyou Wa as’a Complex’ ups: sepreeent : 
and developing a County Comprehensive Land ship of biology;:resoutées and-Viosarlyone who Jives. 
. orswatershed Jevel plan for the Resource Management Plan Is socio-economic systems — no and/¢ 
Klamath River Basin. to Simply a statement of the County's oy. gles int aft Mang Nd es 
recover the river’s fisheries. — ery "ey nF eper t m , , *. tea \ “We ti 
Funded with nearly $1 million St COUSS Ce wou “8 Pipi oes Fe rae eine Seer Nth gee and human potential 
per year, this group of locals has « Y <n Even, the Scott Valley Area. [S¥ 1750-7) aaa eae SNF -té"map @ course that will benefit 
attempted to develop a fisheries: though , Bhi vet i at eeemy all:: We can not, nor should not, 
— or the region. “While aided ee als We car ape culehtn: qyvere- 
’ by extensive technical support, oy oment.to develop our | plan- 
KRBTF has been unabie to devel- Planning. it seems, is beyond — MAGEAM ning. ; 
op adequate consensus or any- . ‘he scope of government. Instead, | & Please consider attending and 
thing approaching what most Policy seems more easily. imple-; participating in the SRWC plan- 
would as “a plan.”.. mented by’ select « ‘cadtes of. fining effort. Observe for yourself, 
Like Congress, the California >ureaucrats, usually atin = the:complexity of the tasks before 
State Legislature’ has also the State or. Regional level.’ 4 = vs:iAHelp develop.one of the com- 
attempted to develop and imple- Lacking a concise and precisé | mittee‘intérests'... bring your 
‘ment resource: policy. The North’ Plan. these few individuals operate ’, It, experience, your open mind, and 
‘Coast Regional Water Quality Outside of accountability. 4 ‘your’ tevel-headedness to bear on 


Control Board (NCRWQCB), cur- , Pethape, as some will argue, thi’ Education f 


1s.simply the “nature of the beast.” 
_ Senty. ciated irre a, 
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County citizens aware of the a ‘trom three’ standpoicitey ‘tiie undertend that this is an issue in 


_ potential of this issue. =~. Environmental Protection Agency flux, and that what has Happened 

Recently, the Scott River “The y began at 1 PM with a (EPA) which ts responsible for on the Garcia River is unlikely to 
Watershed Council (SRWC) spon- tour of key areas typical of per- implementation of the Clean Water be identical to what happens on 
sored a field day and evening pres- ceived problems on Scott River's Act under which TMDL's dre man- Siskiyou County Rivers. However, 
entation by. Ken Tate of UC Davis Moffet ‘Creek sub-watershed. dated), the North Coast Regional he also made sure évervone 




















Recently, the Scott River 
Watershed Council (SRWC) spon- 
sored a field day and evening pres- 
entation by. Ken Tate of UC Davis 
on the status of the Total 
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) pro- 
gram in California. Ken has 
worked closely with landowners 

The Gare in waturated 
_ The Garcia is ‘the 
that has had .TMDL levels estab- 
lished for sediment. As the Scott, 
Shasta and Klamath rivers are 
scheduled to have aera 


TMDL’s ae | set beginning 


“eaaaaaemmeente fic . i sos pene pera cco 
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The began at 1 PM with a 
tour of key areas typical of per- 
on-Scott River's 
Moffet ‘Creek sub-watershed. 
Moffet Creek was chosen because 
many people regard it as the 
largest “polluter” of the Scott 
because of the high sediment 
loads it transports. Meffet Cr. 
mam the to show 

mn the-type and degree of sedi- 
menit- conditions. that are 
present throughout the county. 

Before the tour, Ken 
Seocaowpent an overview and. status 


tine bn a 


er . 
— owe Sooo e 

















BEST COPY AVALLADLE 


: r ’ “3 as 
from three “standpoints: the 






(EPA) which is responsible for | 
implementation of the Clean Water 
Act under which TMDL's, are man- 
dated), the North Coast 
Water Quality Control Board 
RCHWIOCES which is 
i TMDL's and, a as 
s most 
the landowners who are the pri- 
mary aim of both 
As the TMDL issue is evolving 
through litigation and on-the- 
ground it is difficult to 
say with authority how TMDL’s’ 
will be applied once the program — 
works its-avay to 
Ren Wat {oy etiamant thi 


100 A 














what the EPA and NCRWQB per- 
- ceive to be management-influ- 

enced.conditions. In-the discus- 
sion: the Moffet Cr. tour, it 
was clear that the would 








presume the landowner to be 
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new and improved, 

+ Regular Scott River Watershed Council meetings are held onthe third Tuesday of ° 

each month at 7:00 pm. The meeting place allamates between Etna United Methods state of the council 

Church and the Fort Jores Community Canter. The August meeting will be held at the : 

Greenview Grange because of the large parictpation desired, See next Rem. by wing hodas 

Stee eayeyateg rapes a 

ce factors may be finn Tuesday, August 15, the crmp is extinct, ‘no longer, 
2000, 7:00 pm at the regular Council meeting, Greenview Grange; will consist of a of stein the phoenix; erwe comes on otenger. 
specifically invited landowners as well'as the public at Jarge to discuss the condition of newly restructured, each person has say, 
each subwatershed in the Soot. It wil be preceded by @ presentation by AI Olson, USFS, no more organizations, a new better way. 

in order to orient the participants.to terminology used... though we try to agree there’s no more consensus 
¢ Landowner sediment monitoring training - Friday, August 18, 2000, taught by David to make a decision is much less immensus. 
‘Lewis and Ken Tate; ane Deny Cini lane pCa 60 pespant tnt an eclectic mix, and that ain't no joke 

larize the participants with terminology using with gareth as chair no meeting gets rank, 

* Riparian Grazing Management - Toseday ‘Saplomber 1 2000, 7:00 pm atthe Eine he runs a tight ship, we call him herr plank! 
United Methodist Church; a 20 - 40 minute Power Point presentation about a 3-day train- want stimulating discussion, just talk to larry, 
ing on riparian grazing management at the Etna United Methodist Church, if he goes on for long, it might get quite scary! 

* Socio-economic Study Presentation - Contingent upon finding funds to fly the five costales is writing, while hodas is listenin, 
prospective researchers here, the SRWC will be sponsoring 4 presentation of what such a wilkinson’s talking and eller is missin. 

study and model of Siskiyou County woud ental. The date of September 21, 2000 has on roehrich, on kramer, on bryan, and more, 
been chosen, but we have no further specifics at this time.. one tI ing I forgot, felice’s with us no more. 

* Forest Stewardship Workshop- Friday, October 13, 2000, Gary Nakamura, UC with jeffy.as coordinator and carolyn taking notes, 
ee ee One ee danielle and gary are drumming up votes. 
Owners.  for-their latest projects, get those big tax bucks! 
¢ Fish Jambérbe: the Coaheit Fish Coinai’ Fish'Cémmites is planing a Fish Jamboree fo a date that _their‘iatest mroject's just come out, 

will rer ie erm reba Council: meeting in Yreka in fish screens from old logging trucks. ¢ 
October. The purpose is to briny all Beoplé together who know about the various stages of ‘we want projects to do and people to see, ‘© *~ ~ 
the sabmor's fe to sha ilormalion>Peogle inthis commmurdy wil leem about the oceen that the watershed council's for you and for me. 





effects, and we hope to take some of the visitors out on the ground to see qur restoration gathering together because we ‘re all 


__ the question I ask “is there anything you might be 
© SRarini?™ © eects enreremer: = 
so coene to a meeting and. share your thoughts, wee}. tse 
got open forum. i te” - 
we're interested in what you say, as long as you're 
not borin. 
all kidding aside, we need you all to make thie darn * 
t, 


that’s been our pla orm from the start, 
we're not just shovelin manure. 


t 
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effects, and we hope to take some of the visitors out on the ground to see qur restoration | gathering together because we're all.carin 
‘ . , | the question I ask “is there anything you might be 
| Ee - " _- sharin?” © “he Re ADE 8 ST eS ; »-o we o@ 
go cesbe to a teecting and.share your thoughts; we've See 
got open forum. is? 
_ we're interested in what you Say, as long as you're 
not borin. 
all kidding aside, we need you all to make this darn “ 
thing fit, .. 
that’s been our platform from the start, 
we're not just shovelin manure. 
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Executive Council members andthe committees they represent: 








Ric Costales, Community Relations Committee | 
The Scott 3 River Wetershed Council in their June meeting. planning Lamy T oelle, Fish — , | 
SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL Tom Shoreyiford Munson, Montarng Commitee 


Definition of the Scott River Watershed: Includes all natural resources and human interests in 
the Scott River drainage (e.g. wildiife, fish, peoples, properties, economic systems, etc.) 

The primary focus of the Scott River Watershed Counci's efforts will be on voluntarily conserving 
and enhancing the natural environment. In its activities, the Scott River Watershed Council will 
conduct itself with the utmost regard for. . 

1. Individual life, liberty and property; 

2. Custom and culture of the area (as defined in the Siskiyou County Comprehensive Land and 
Resource Management Plan); 

3 The inatiabeSrkage f haan conmirtes and te natu 

environment. | 

OBJECTIVES: : 

inclusion: Promote the inclusion of all interested individuals within the wistershed. 


Education: Emphasize widespread dissemination of accurate and current welershed resource 
information. 


PRINCIPLES & OBJECTIVES Technical Committee Members: 





any q opinion: 
Scott River Watershed Council 











tnvcstigntion Act reat new ad ng metodo for cal mated sty oe Etna, CA 96027. 

Molen Develop guide | 4 elephone: (530) 467-3798 
: eharcomat pret canes sechrty lta water coneereton an Fax: (530) 467-3728 

Action: vc ncperon propery ces Say tard ado och pp | Email: jeftydm @ sisqtel.net 


for resource conservation and enhancement. : Website: www.sisqtel.net/~sisqred/ 
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t a group of 


Council has 


inator a joy. Oh 








ties and ideas! ’The 
“innovation and. energy *’ 
of the group:of individuals par-’- 
pe in Whe Scott ‘River ‘CRMP, and Siskiyou Résource 
| breathed — 

new life into ‘the Watershed 
Council. The synergy of the 


group hag cual sey Joo 


How N ow Council? 


Coordinator's Ss. Editorial 
By _ Davis Marz. 






“all the time they had'put in, | 
Many , on-the-ground, 
j-". educa “monitoring, assese- 


as a result of the 





Watershed Council,;'.former 





tion District's efforts. If 
we are to continue in this vane 
gand-be able to show improve- 
as coor- “sment in our.watershed's health, 


8, people we must improve our planning 


ment and research: have been 








By Ric Costales 


ike the legendary phoenix, the 
Scott River Watershed Council 
tes the renewal of the 


good works and intentions of 
the former Scott Coordinated 
Resource Management and 








Planning (CRMP) ‘group. Bu 





clate resource management into 
the context of the rural communi- 
| ties of the Scott River watershed. 


two most 


State of the Council 


would continue to be an 
exercise in futility. The switch to 
requiring a super-majority rather 
than a unanimous vote of an exec- 
utive committee on action items 
will at least allow for if not 
universal satisfaction. This policy 
is a simple expression of the fact 
that extremists are never happy 
anyway and that-everyone suffers 
wher: they are allowed veto power. 
As articulated by, stalwart CRMP 
participant, Erni¢’ Wilkinson, the 


important things a water- 











a group of personal- 
ities and ideas!'The 
innovation and energy 


dinator a joy. Oh yes, 


solutions to which 
agree. A sense of humor often 
prevails. See Wing Hodas’ poem 
if you do not believe me. - 

The element that makes the 
group dynamics work is that 


' whether they agree or not. Also, 
the Council has created its own 
process, an adaptation of the 


ater _ pure. consen- 
sus préecsa?"Members’ owner- 
ship in the 











The .“six --aetive -Standin 


ple on an issue without 
previous consideration. is, diffi- 








usu make decisions on issue 
before they arrive at a 
Watershed Council meeting. 
Council members not previously 
familiar with an idea more easi- 
ly accept the opinion of a com- 
mittee than that of an individ- 





CRMP meetings pr 
often disheartening to people, 
if they felt that noth- 
ing had been accomplished for 








makes them 
figure things out within the con- 


«cult. As it stands, committees. 


ual. The lengthy nature of. 


Coordinator's Editorial | 
PR Be : . 


+9?) 
of the 7 +. Watershed Council,;:.former 
ticipati g in the Scott‘River CRMP, and Siskiyou Resource 
_ Watershed Council has breathed District's efforts. If 
new life into the Watershed -we are 
Council. The synergy of the sand-be able to show improve- 
group has made my job as coor- .;ment in our watershed's health, 
people we must improve our planning 
disagree on occasion, but the ' process. It will be the most diffi- 
common goal isto figure out .:Cult task to date for the Council - 
can - 


people listén to one another. 


Committees.and,.a respected -..River community as possible. 





. thing, but you really should 





continue in this vane 





to accomplish. We have to be 
sure to stick to the best science 
down in 
and word-smithing. 





nit- 
A study has shown that the 
most. effective watershed 
restoration efforts come out of 


which, in turn, 
is most eff accomplished 
with a broad community base. 


looking for you 


gur.contribution, nop matter 
‘small, can be instrumental 


It is espe important to have 
the co ‘knhdwiedge of the 


people who live in each gulch, 
on each creek, on each reach of 
the river. This sort of informa- 
tion can be contributed in a 
short letter or by attending one 
meeting on August 15th for that 
purpose. You are a member of 
the Council without doing a 


have your say. Stay posted. 


management must take place 
reflected ‘in the developed 


statement of the SRWC 
that is printed elsewhere in this 


been made to acknowledge and © 
participation, off 


encourage the’ 













CSRWCe 32": 
- * ‘ 
2 e. : gt « .? 


exercise Ui tUUlLy. ik See Oe, 


requiring a super-majority rather 
than a unanimous vote of an exec- 
utive committee on action items 
will at least allow for progress if not 
is a simple expression of the fact 








take place in the.context of an 


overall strategic plan. As well, it is 
acknowledged by‘everyone associ- 
ated with watershed that 
there is a direct relationship 
between ng success and the 


“chicken-or-the-egg” 
debate involved in this effort in 
terms of whether success breeds 


--effort.or vice-versa, but in any 


event’there'is an:ongoing attempt 
at developing a stfategic watershed 


plan on the front: burner of the 




















gard to 
in the 


made, however, in how to resolve 
these diverse viewpoints when it 
comes time to reach a decision. 















Due to the ig nature of cur- — 
rent resource ms issues, | 
it becarne obvious that the > 
ment. of 


ing was simply dysfunctional. °- 











Tate presents TMDL. 


Continued from Page 2 


that human-caused sediment 
loading conditions existing prior to 
acquisition by the current 
landowner will be the burden of 
the current owner. 

On the Garcia, the landowner 
will. be responsible for identifying, 
controlling and/or mitigating sedi- 
ment deemed under his control 


4 





of both ends - has 











that results in sediment that is 


related to any human activity, 


including the presence of grazing 
on the land. Please pause to con- 
sider that this is only a few wheel- 
barrow-loads a year, which is 
infinitésimal for our county's high- 
ly erodable soils. ‘ The fines for 

ure to control sediment can be 


_ in the thousands of dollars per | 


issue will likely résult in region- 
wide standards ahd mitigation 
being imposed by NCRWQCB. 
The standards currently in effect 
on the Garcia are very strict as 
they are intended to err on the 
side of conservative sed- 
iment loading models and guide- 
lines. Interestingly, according to 
Ken's admittedly limited, but sig- 
nificant research, controllable lev- 


eal vaemetfinnws tea 


“{Hlustrate impo 





at the Scott Valley’ Grange Hail in 

tation with a slide show to 
rtarit TMDL issues. 
A dinner/social' preceded his pres- 
entation. This likewise was an 
extremely informative opportunity 
for people interested in natural 
resource ement issues. The 
Scott River Watershed Council 
plans to continue offering such 


. 
pwuhwhniienowt teofanmnhrobinac ham hie iinmne 











Tate presents TMDL - 


‘ Continued from Page 2 - 


that human-caused sediment 


loading conditions existing prior to 
acquisition by the. current 


landowner will be the burden of 


the current owner. 

On the Garcia, _ landowner 
will. be for identifying, 
controlling. and/or mitigating sedi- 
ment deemed under his control 
and related to human manage- 
ment that exceeds delivery to the 
watercourse of 10 cubic yards over 
a 40-year period... Mitigation 





and/or control will ‘be required to — 





at landowner 





take place. 


expense" 
up tq th’ point where the 


landowner has made a “reason- 





7k "S. 
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_ se * 
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that results in sediment that is 





elated to any human activity, 


issue will Ukély # regult in region- 
wide standards ahd mitigation 


being imposed by NCRWQCB. 


including the presence of grazing The standards currently in effect 


on the land. Please pause to con- 
sider that this is only a few wheel- 
barrow-loads a year, which is 
infinifésimal for our county's high- 
erodable soils. ‘ The fines for 
to control ‘sediment can be 
in the thousands of dollars 
day. It should be apparent that 
people with watercourses. on or 
near their property need to 
become involved in this issue. 
_In response to the potertially 







on the Garcia are very strict as 
they are intended to err on the 
side of conservative sed- 
iment loading models and guide- 
lines. Interestingly, according to 
Ken's admittedly limited, but sig- 


per nificant research, controllable lev- 


els of sediment are t in 
thé overall picture of sediment 
loading. For example, the data 


=e 


exe indication (hat comtreliehle ood. 
iment is only .5% of the overall 
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‘tHustrate im 


part to these 





tation with a slide show to 
portarit TMDL issues. 
A dinner/social* his pres- 
entation. This likewise was an 
extremely informative opportunity 
for people interested in natural 
resource t issues. The 
Scott River Watershed Council 
plans to continue offering such 
critical information on similar 
issues that have the potential to 
greatly affect the people and com- 
munities of our watershed. Please 
lend your involvement and sup- 

efforts. Our water- 
shed will bé much the better for 
















